Who is the fairest of them all? The independent effect of attractive features and self-perceived attractiveness on cooperation among women 
Gangestad, 2011). Consequently, it has been described as linked to individual fitness in 95 many species (Møller, 1997; Møller & Thornhill, 1998 (Singh, 2002) . In 127 addition, it has been pointed out that women with a low WHR present an ideal fat 128 distribution in terms of fertility (Swami & Tovée, 2007) . The link of this feature to 129 fertility and resistance to illness is to be expected, given that secondary sex 130 characteristics are linked to fitness in many species (Møller & Alatalo, 1999) . 
151
around 20, are those typically regarded as more appealing (Tovée et al. 1998 (Tovée et al. , 1999 . Thornhill & Gangestad, 1999 We performed a set of logistic regressions in order to test simultaneously the 348 effect of these variables on cooperation in the PDG (Table 3) . In an initial analysis, we 349 included all the morphometric variables plus Age (first row of 
Measurement of morphometric variables

363
Women who see themselves as relatively unattractive cooperate more often, but women 364 with low WHR -an attractive feature-tend to be more cooperative as well.
366
Finally, we included the variable Expected Behavior (EB) which has been 367 described to strongly affect participants' decision in the PDG (fourth row of Table 3 ).
368
The resulting model confirmed this finding: When participants expected their counterpart to cooperate, they were more inclined to cooperate. failure despite animals do not use such models consciously (Dugatkin & Reeve, 2000) .
422
The link between symmetry and a low tendency to cooperate might be due to other low FA and a weaker tendency to cooperate. Even though we find these questions quite 429 interesting, they are beyond the scope of this study.
431
Independently of the mechanism behind it, the link we find between FA and cooperative stating that facial sexual dimorphism may influence behavior in men but not in women.
484
It might be argued that we are not measuring facial femininity properly, but the strong 485 correlation between FF and WHR substantiates the robustness of our femininity 486 measure (see Table 2 ). This correlation is in line with the relationship previously 
